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Attachment to Advisory Action 

This office action is in response to amendment and remarks filed on July 1, 201 1. The 
remarks filed have been entered and made of record. Claims 29-32, 34-36, 38-48, and 50-54 are 
pending. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed on July 1, 201 1 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive because of the following reasons: 

Regarding Claims 29-32, 34-36, 38-48, and 50-54 applicants argued, that system of cited 

prior art (CPA) [Thibadeau U. S. Patent 7,036,020 and Hearn et al. (WO 03/003242)] does not 
teach or suggest "selectively block access to operating system data ", and the references do not 
"divert... operating system files to a location different than the security partition", as recited in 
Claims. 

This is not found persuasive. The system of cited prior art teaches a method for 
promoting security method in computer system that involves partitioning portion of storage 
device to form security partition and limiting access to portion of storage device by operating 
system of computer. In that system, Heam, discloses a security device comprising a hardware 
processor or controller for intercepting communications and selectively blocking access to 
operating system data between the host CPU and the security partition, wherein the security 
device is deployed along the chain of components that connect the host CPU to the storage 
device, wherein the security device's processor or controller is distinct from the host CPU [Fig.l 
Item 35, Fig.2 and page 15 hne 2 to line 8, page 5 line 24 to page to page 17 line 8]. 
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In this system selective blocking occurs during initialization of the computer and includes 
intercepting all said data access during the start up sequence immediately after said initialization 
and before loading of the operating system of the computer to enable independent control of the 
host CPU and configuration of the computer in a manner so as to prevent unauthorized access to 
the storage device. The security device CPU 37 operates according to a prescribed application 
program stored in the flash ROM 41 and which is loaded into the RAM 39 on start up and 
becomes the operating system for the security device. The CPU 37 communicates with the bus 
control and interface logic 43. which is interposed in line with the ATA cable 33 to intercept 
communications between the host CPU 13 and the storage media 21 . The secure media interface 
45 is interposed between the bus control and interface logic 43 and the custom interface 49 to 
facilitate communications between the host CPU 13 and the secure storage media 47 under the 
control of the CPU 37 (Thibadeau :( Fig. 1-4, col.4 line 37 to col.6 line 16), and Heam: Fig.l 
Item 35, Fig. 2 and page 15 line 2 to line 8, page 5 line 24 to page to page 17 line 8). 

As a result, cited prior art does implement and teach a system that relates to securing 
access in a computer system. Applicants still have failed to explicitiy identify specific claim 
limitations, which would define a patentable distinction over prior arts. 

Therefore, the examiner asserts that cited prior art does teach or suggest the subject 
matter broadly recited in independent Claims and in subsequent dependent Claims. Accordingly, 
rejections for claims 29-32, 34-36, 38-48, and 50-54 are respectfully maintained. 
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